paid. The Air Force further notes that the
indebtedness resulted in pay from adminis-
trative error and in part from circumstances
related to the case. It further states that 1t
regrets any error made in this case and the
circumstances which led to the establish-
ment -of the indebtedness. The casual pay-
ments which form the basis of the indebted-
ness had not been properly recorded in Mr.
Smith's pay accounts. The payments which
were proper at the time were made and but
for the fact that Mr. Smith was given an early
discharge on the grounds of hardship, they
would have been properly recorded in his
pay account so that they would have been
recognized at the time of his discharge.

The Air Force recognizes that when Mr,
Smith requested these payments, he knew
they represented pay and allowances due,
him. The Air Force further states that there
is no evidence that at the time he recelved
his final pay at the time of discharge he was
aware that all the easual payments had not
been recorded in his pay accounts. For these
reasons, the Air Force stated that any ques-
tion as to his good faith in the situation
should be resolved in his favor.

In connection with its consideration of
this bill, the committee secured additional
information concerning the circumstances of
Mr. Smith, The committee is advised that
Mr, Smith has & wife and four children. The
advance payments which are the subject of
this bill were made to him In order to ease
his problems in settling his family before he
wag sent overseas. His problems in this con-
nection were complicated by a succession of
changes in his orders and a disruption in al-
lotments made to his family. After he was
given a hardship discharge because of his
family situation, he was unable to find work
in Minnesota and moved to Maine. There a
fifth child was born to the family and the
child died a short period following birth, The
wife subsequently required hospitalization
for surgery and in March of 1969, the family
suffered additional loss and difficulty when
their home burned,

In view of the circumstances of this case
and the indication by the Department of the
Air Force that it would not object to the leg-
islation, it is recommended that the bill be
consldered favorably.

The committee believes the bill is merl-
torious and recommends it favorably,

SGT. ERNIE D. BETHEA, U.S. MARINE
CORPS (RETIRED)

The bill (H.R. 3753) for the relief of
Sgt. Ernie D. Bethea, U.S. Marine
Corps (retired), was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp an excerpt from the report
(No. 92-289), explaining the purposes of
the measure.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

PURPOSE

The purpose of the proposed legislation is
to relieve Sgt. Ernie D. Bethea, U.S. Marine
Corps (retired), of Newark, N.J., of llability
to the TUnited States in the amount of
$316.79, representing an overpayment of his
active duty pay while serving in Vietnam
with the Marine Corps.

. STATEMENT

The facts of this case as contained In
House Report No, 982-111 are as follows:

The Department of the Navy in its report
to the committee on a similar bill in the 91st
Congress stated that it supports the enact-
ment of the legislation.

The records of this Department reveal that
Sergeant Bethea was severely wounded in
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action in Vietnam on May 4, 1967. He was
treated. at the 3d Medical Battalion, 3d Ma-
rine Division, and evacuated to the U.S, Air
Force Hospital, Clark Air Force Base, Philip-
pines, on May 68, 1967. Sergeant Bethea was
then air evacuated to the U.S. Naval Hospital,
St. Albans, N.Y., on May 13, 1967, and finally
transferred to the Veterans' Administration
hospital, East Orange, N.J., on November 7,
1967. Sergeant Bethea’s wounds resulted in
the complete loss of use of his right arm, as
well as other less serlous impairments. As a

result of his injuries, Sergeant Bethea was

retired for physical disability on Novem-
ber 30, 1967.

Through administrative error, Sergeant

ethea continued to be paid active-duty pay
and allowances for a short period after his
retirement. As a conseguence, he was over-
paid $316.79 and became 1indebted to the
United States in that amount. During the
period from July 1 through November 30,
1987, Sergeant Bethea earned active-duty
pay and allowances of $1,379.35. During this
same period he received payments totaling

. $899, plus authorized or required pay deduc-

tions for allotments, FICA tax, withholding
tax and servicemen’s group life insurance
premiums of $373.40, or total charges against
his account of $1,272.40. Thus, as of Novem-
ber 30, 1967, the date of his retirement, the

‘sum of $106.95 was due and unpaid to Ser-

geant Bethea. However, through administra«
tive error, he received paymenis of &§78,
$90.74, $85, $85, and $85 on December 15
and December 30, 1967, January 15 and Jan-
uary 30, 1968, and February 15, 1968, respec-
tively—a total of $423.74. The erroneous pay-
ment of $423.74¢ was in addition to retired
pay which Sergeant Bethea was pald com-
mencing on December 1, 1967, at the monthly
rate of $118.92. This erroneous payment, offi-
set by the $106.95 which was due and un-
paid at the time of separation, gives rise to
Sergeant Bethea’s debt of $316.79.

In its report to the committee, the De-
partment of the Navy outlined its policy
concerning biils intended to relleve indi-
viduals of liability for overpayments. It
stated that the Navy opposes legislation de-
signed to relleve an individual of liability
unless the indebtedness was occasioned
through no fault of the service member and
unless the overpayment was such that it
was not detectable and could not reasonably
have been expected to be detectable. The
Navy investigation found no indication that
the overpayment was the result of any fault
or negligence on the part of Sergeant Bethea.
The Navy further observed that the short du-
ration of the overpayment makes it under-
standable that the overpayment could not
be immediately detected. It, therefore, con-
cluded that, under the circumstfances, it is
constdered reasonable that Sergeant Bethea
would accept the payments without gques-
tloning them.

The Navy notes that civilian employees
under section 5584 of title 5 of the United

States Code may be relieved for overpay-'

ments of pay where it is determined that the
collections of the claim would be against
equity and good consclence and not in the
best interest of the United States. The Navy
noted that the overpayment in Sergeant
Bethea’s case appears to be an analogous sit-
uation involving the overpayment of military
pay.

In vlew of the facts of the case and the
favorable position of the Department of the
Navy, 1t is recommended that the bill be con-
sidered favorably.

In agreement with the views of the House
of Representatives the committee recom-
mends favorable consideration.

TRIBUTES TO THE LATE SENATOR
RICHARD B. RUSSELL

The resolution (S. Res. 149) to pring
additional copies of tributes to the late
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Senator Richard B. Russell of Georgia,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:
S. REs. 149
Resolved, That there be printed concur-
rently with the usual press run six hun-
dred additionsl coples of Tributes to the
late Senator Richard B. Russell of Georgla,
for the use of the Senate Committee on
Rules and Administration.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp an excerpt from the re-
port (No. 92--290), explaining the pur-
poses of the measure,

There being no gbjection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

The printing-cost estimate, supplied by
the Public Printer, 1s as follows:

Printing-cost estimate
600 additional coples at $1,990 per

thousand —_ . - $1,194

ORGANIZED CRIME

The resolution (8. Res. 152) author-
izing the printing for the use of the Com-
mittee on Government Operations of ad-
ditional copies of part 1 of its hearings
entitled “Organized. Crime,” was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

S. Res 152 ,

Resolved, That there be printed for the
use of the Committee on Government Opera-
tions one thousand six hundred additiortal
copies of part 1 of the hearings before its
Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations
durng the Ninety-second Congress, -first
session, entifled “Organized Crime”.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp an excerpt from the report
(No. §2-291), explaining the purposes of
the measure.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

Senste Resolution 152 would authorize
the printing for the use of the Committee
on Government Operations of 1,600 addi-
tional copies of part 1 of the hearings before
its Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions during the 92d Conpgress, first session,
entitled “Organized Crime”,

The printing-cost estimate, supplied by the
Public Printer, is as follows:

Printing-cost estimate
1,600 additional copies at 8721.87

per thousand.._..__. e $1, 155

AUTHORIZATION FOR SPECIAL SUP-
PLEMENTARY EXPENDITURES BY
THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN
RELATIONS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution (S. Res. 140) authorizing spe-
cial supplementary expenditures by the

mmitte

‘;g e_on Foreign Relations for an
Inquiry and investigation pertaining to

the making of policy relating to U.S,
involvement in Southeast Asia, which
had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration, with
amendments. The amendments of the
Committee cn Foreign Relations are as
follows:

On page 2, 1ine 4, after the word “through”,

:/
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LIS 1., GOEPPINGGER

bill (H.R. 2110) for the relief cof
e of Julius L. Goepninger, was
ed. ordered to a third reading,
12 taird time. and passed.
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nimaus consent to have printed in
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The

Biis
g=e of the proposed legislation is
& payment by the Commodity
poration of $1,218.51 to the Estate
Cioeppinger in full settlement of
ul the estate for the amount of a
. waged to the decedent on Au-
1657, and rendered nonnegotiable hy
rprorabion on December 16, 1968,

HTATEMENT
- {avirible report on the bill, the Com-
“ibfee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
i said:
sarbment of Aericulture in its re-
mmitiee on a similar bill in the
stated it did not recommend

ml

. araft referred to in the bill is o
Commeodity Credit Corporation
the number G-2279466. The original
1 heen furnished to the committee
i1 Wil its consideraiion of the
& Augusi 13, 1857, and provides

L paymnent of 31,213.651, It was made pay-
e te Juiius L. Goepninger, Box 357, Boone
e paymant evidenced by the draft
ive oeel made in connection with
I program. When it was pre-
Jominodity Credit Corporation
7 the claim hecause more than
d eiapsed from the date of the
+'t The Board of Directors had
sqdnpied a potey what claims against the Cor-
might be paid if received within 10
wn the date which the claim first ac-

Sarigiee

iv. inciuded the erroneous bal=s
renort of the Comptroller General. ®
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I was pointed out that sight drafts
drawn o vhe Treasury of the United States
(31 U.8.C. 132) were not acceped for pay~-
ment after the 10-year period in accordance
with the policy adopted by the Commodity
Credit Coraoration, The Department of Ag-
riculture in its report to the coxamittee has
reterred to this policy. It further has stated
that departmental records rela.ing to the
master have been destroyed. Thie Department
thereiore touk the position that it was im-
possibie to determine -whether the claim
wag satisliad by a substitute draft issued
during iz lite of Mr. Goeppingar

The mactzrial submitted to the comimittee
by the sromsor of the legislation includes
mee of the exwecubnr <! the eztate.
The executor pointed out that on Decem-
ber 3. 1968, he enclosed 10 Commuodity Credit
Corporation drafts payable to his brother
with a letter to the manager ¢f the McCock
County ASCS office in Salem, S. Dak. He
pointed out these drafts were issiied for var-
ious years dating back to 1857 The other
drafts had to do with the fecd program,
while the crhack which is the suirject of this
bill }aad to do with a 1856 corn purchase
agreenent. At that time, Mr. Walter W.
Goepninger requested the reissuance of sub-
stitute drafts. The exectitor explained that
in sdditinn to the Government checks, many
dividend rhecks from various companies were
found among his brother’s effects. He had not
cashed these “checks for a period of maore
than 10 vears prior to his death. The execu-
tor pointed outhat this is additional evi-
dence of the fact\that ro substitute check
was igsued for theé one referrec to in the
bill. \

Gt dnicrmation sibmitted to the com-
mitiee in connection With this matter in-
dicates taat for a numder of veurs, the de-
cedent, Julius L. Goeppngger had suffered
various liinesses. In the ties 1iis eyesight
began to fail due to retingl deterioration.
During tais period, he allowkd his business
affnirs o dateriorate and did %s little book-
work as possible. Apparently. iy was in this
vertod that the checks found It his effects
were put away and not cashed. %

As was noted at the outsen, bdcause of
the poiicy of the Commcdity Credid Corpo-
ration, payment was refused on thé sight
draft referred to in the kill. UltimatelX, the
draft its=li marked “cancelled” and
the signatures cut off was returned to
Walser W. Goeppinger by the inanager
the MeCnok County ASCS office. It is th
original document that has been filed with
the committee. After a review of all of the
facts including those outlined above, the
sommittes nas concluded that there is suf-
ficlent evidence to conclude thut no pay-
ment waz a2ver made on this Government
abligation. Accordingly, it is recommended
rhat the bill be considered favorably.

ecovoa ity

CHARLES C. SMITH

The bill (FA.R. 2246) for the relief of
Charles C. Smith, was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third
time, and nassed,

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimeous consent to have printed in the
Recorp an excerpt from the report (No.
92-488,, explaining the purposes of this
measure.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

PURPOSE

Ihe purpose of the proposed legislation
i3 bo reiieve Charles C. B8mith of Cape Ned-
dick, Maine, of liability of $446.37, represent-
ing the amount remaining due on the date of
nis discharge as the result of casual payments
paid him in connection with a transfer to
vietham in 1965.

Qr0296R000200050001 -4

STATEMENT

n its favorable report on the bill. the Com-
milfee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives sald:

‘The Department of the Air Force in its re-
port 1o the committee on a similar hill in the
A1st Congress indicated that 1t would have no
ohiection to a bill nroviding relief as is pro-
vided in H.R. 2244 with the amend-nent rec-
ommended by the commitbee.

®r. Charles C. Smith enlisted in the Air
Foree July 19, 1954 and served un:sil he was
dicrhareed at Du]w.u Minn, on December 29,
1965, The payments which are referred to
in the bill were made as a result of o situation
which developed after June of 1965 when or-
derz were issued transferring Sgt. Mharles C.
Smith from Luke Air Force Base Ariz. to
Vieinam, The report of the Air Farc: explains
th::t under currer:t regulations. an Air Force
member, in a travel status in cnnnection
wiih a ngrmanent change of station, may ap-
ply at any Air Force installation for a “cas-
ual payment” If he encounters finarcial diffi-
culties. The casual payment is entered on his
military pay record and set off against his cur-

ront. pay. Following his departure fram I.uke

Air Force Base on June 28, 1965, and prior to
hie arrival in Vietnam om October 18, 1965.
Mr. Sinith applied for and received casual
pavments at & number of Air Parce installa-
tions. Because of denendency hardshin, he
was returned to the United States on Decem-
ber 20, 1065, and discharged Deermber 29.
1965. On the date of his discharge he was paid
a lump-sum payment of $507.568 represent-
ing payment for 41 days’ accrued leave.

¥arly in 1966, the Accounting and Finance
Officer at Tan Son Nhutf Air Base. Vietnam,
notified the Air Force Accouniing and Fi-
nance Center (AFAFC) that he had recently
received notice of five casual payments made
to Mr. Smith by other Air Force bases. Since
iL appeared that these payments had not
been collected, AFAFC initiated an audit of
Mr. Smith’s pay account. This audit verified
that the five casual payments. total $794,
had not been collected prior to his dis-
charge. It also showed that he had been
erroneously pald 3$2.17 hostile fire pay for
December 30, 1865, the day after he was
disciwarged. However, his leave had been
erronecusly computed and he should have
been paid for 51 days’ accrued leave rather
than for 41 days. The additional 10 days’
leave was computed at $123.80. In addition,
the audit revealed that a casual payment of
$226 had erroneously been charged to and
collected from Mr. Smith by the Accounting
andd Finance Officer in Bangkok, Thailand,
here Mr. Smith’s pay account was being
aintained. The audit showed that Mr.
ith owed the United States a total of
$79%.17 which was reduced to $416.37 by
applying the $345.80 found to be to his
cledidt

Aiter Mr. Smith had been discharged, the
audit es\gblished tie amount of the indebt-
edness. Alfer some delay, on August 30, 1967,
an expianagion of the debt was sent him in

the authorit
possible t0 COIN;
UL' Lhe Unlted

of Public Law 83-508, it is
promise a claim oh the part
tates when it appears that
the money does not have
ipective ability to pay any
sxgmﬁc«mt sum o1\ the claim or that the
cost of collecting theelaim is likely to exceed
the amount of recoveky. When it was found
that Mr. Smith was e loyed at tl:ie Ports-
mouth Navel Shipyard iR Kittery, Maine, the
Government acted to colect the indebted-
ness by making deductions§rom his biweekly
pay. When his job at the nayal shipyvard was
terminated on October 18, 1988, the Govern-
ment had collected $105 and)a halance re-
maining owing of $341.37. N

In its report, the Air Force notes tliat there
are no administrative proeedures under
which Mr. Smith masay be relieved. of the
amount of liabllity to repay the amount
remaining due or to refund the amount re-

Approved For Release 2004/11/29 : CIA-RDP73B00296R000200050001-4

S g

512001



e

July 24,

strike out “June 80, 1973” and insert “Febru-
ary 29, 19727; in line 14, after the word
“through”, strike out “June 30, 1972 and in-
sert “February 29, 1872”; and at the be-
ginning of line 19, insert “including, but not
limited to—

“(a) the machinery for the making and
conduct of foreign policy relating to national
security;

“(b) institutional arrangements -within
Congress for handling foreign policy matters
involving national security;

“(c) congressional access to executive
branch personnel and documents and the
doctrine ‘executive privilege’;

“(d) procedures for classifications and de-
classification of documents; and

“(e) arrangements for appropriate con-
gressional participation in and oversight of
executive branch agreements with and com-
mitments to foreign countries.”

The amendments of the Committee on
Rules and Administration are as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 15, after the word “of”,
strike out “$250,000” and insert ‘‘$100,000"";
on page 3, at the beginning of line 8, strike
out, “Of such $250,000, not to exceed $100,~
000 may be expended for the procurement of
individual consultants or organizations
thereof.”; in line 10, after the word “the”, in-
sert “first”; in line 17, after the word “re-
solution”, insert “Of such $100,000, not to ex-
ceed $50,000 (which shall be in addition to
the second amount specified in such sectlon
2) may be expended for the procurement
of individual consultants and organizations
thereof.””; and, on page 4, line 1, after the
word ‘“than”, strike out “June 30, 1973” and
insert “February 29, 1972”.

S0 as to make the resolution read:

Resolved, That, in holding hearings, re-
porting such hearings, and making investi-
gations as authorized by sections 134(a) and
136 of the Legislative Reorganization Act of
1946, as amended, in accordance with its
Jurisdiction under rule XXV of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate, the Committee on
Foreign Relations, or any subcommittee
thereof, Is authorized from the date this res-
olution is agreed to, through February 29,
1972, for the purpose stated in section 2 and
within the limitations hereinafter imposed
in its discretion (1) to make expenditures
from the contingent fund of the Senate, (2)
to employ personnel, and (3) with the prior
consent of the Government department or
agency concerned and the Committee on
Rules and Administration, to use on a reim-
bursable basis the services of personnel of
any such department or agency.

SEc. 2. The Committee on Foreign Rela~
tions, or any subcommittee thereof, 1s au-
thorized from the date this resolution Is
agreed to through February 29, 1972, to ex-
pend not to exceed the sum of $100,000 to ex~
amine, investigate, and make a complete
study of any and all matters pertaining to
the making of policy relating to United
States involvement in Southeast Asia, in-
cluding; but not limited to—

(a) the machinery for the making and
conduct of foreign policy relating to national
security;

{b) institutional arrangements within
Congress for handling foreign policy matters
involving national security;

(c) congressional access to executive
branch personnel and documents and the
doctrine of “executive privilege”;

(d) procedures for classification and de-
classification of documents; and

(e) arrangements for appropriate congres-~
stonal participation in and oversight of
executive branch agreements with and com-
mitments to forelgn countries.

Such sum is in addition to the first amount
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specified in section 2 of Senate Resolution 26,
Ninety-second Congress, agreed to March I,
1971, and was not included in that resolu-
tion because at the time at which that reso-
lution was considered there was insufficlent
information to determine the scope of, and
the total amount of expenditures required
by, the study to be undertaken pursuant to
this resolution. Of such $100,000, not to ex-
ceed $50,000 (which shall be in addition to
the second amount specified in such section
2) may be expended for the procurement of
individual consultants and organizations
thereof.

Sec. 3. The committee shall report 1ts find-
ings, together with such recommendations
for legislation as It deems advisable with
respect to the study or investigation for
which expenditure is authorized by this
resolution, to the Senate at the earliest prac-
ticable date, but not later than February 29,
1972, .

Sec. 4. Expenses of the committee under
this resolution shall be paid from the con-
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

The amendments were agreed to.
The resolution, as amended, was

agreed to.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp an excerpt from the report
(No, 92-292), explaining the purposes of
the measure.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

Senate Resolution 140 as referred would
authorize the Committee on Forelgn Rela-
tions, or any subcommittee thereof, from the
date of its approval through February 29,
1972, to expend not to exceed $250,000 (of
which amount not to exceed $100,000 could
be expended by the committee for the pro-
curement of Individual consultants or orga-
nizations thereof) to examine, investigate,
and make 8 complete study of any and all
matters pertaining to the making of policy
relating to United States involvement in
Southeast Asia, including, but not limited
to-— :

(a) the machinery for the making and
conduct of foreign policy relating to national
security; .

(b) institutional arrangements within
Congress for handling foreign matters in-
volving national security;

(c) congressional access to executive
branch personnel and documents and the
doctrine of “executive privilege’’;

(d) procedures for classification and de-
clasification of documents; and

(e) arrangements for appropriate congres-
sional participation in and oversight of ex-
ecutive branch agreements with and com-
mitments to foreign countries.

These funds would be in addition to the
$325,000 authorized for use by that commit-
tee by section 2 of Senate Resolution 26,
agreed to March 1, 1971,

Aflter consultation with the Committee on
Foreign Relations, the Commitiee on Rules
and Administration has amended Senate
Resolution 140 by reducing the requested
amount from $250,000 to $100,000. (The por-
tion of that amount which could be ex-

. pended by the committee for the procure-

ment of consultants has been reduced to
$50,000).

Additional amendments to Senate Resolu-
tion 140 approved by the Committee on Rules
and Administration are as follows:

(1) On page 3, beginning with “Of” in
gne 4, strike out through the period in line

(2) On page 3, line 6, immediately before
“smount” insert “first”,
(3) On page 8, line 13, after the period,

300296R000200050001-4

S 12003

insert the following: “Of such $250,000, not
to exceed $100,000 (which shall be in addi-

tion to the second amount specified in such

section 2) may be expended for the procure-
ment of individual consultants and organi-
zations thereof,” .

(4) On page 3, lines 18 and 19, strike out
“June 30, 19737 and insert in lieu thereof
“February 29, 1972,

The first three are technical or perfecting
amendments, necessary to put the proposal
in due form. Amendment (4) would provide
that, consistent with Rules Committee pol-
icy, the reporting date would not extend
beyond the terminal date of the authoriza-
tion itself.

Pursuant to the requirement stipulated in
section 133(g) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946, Senate Resclution 140 con-
tains the following statement of the reason
why authorization for the expenditures de-
scribed therein could not have been sought
at the time of the submission by such com-
mittee of an annual authorization resolu-
tion for this year:

“Such sum * * * was not included in
that resolution because at the time at which
that resolution was considered there was in-
sufficient information to determine the
scope of, and the total amount of expendi-
tures required by, the study to be under-
taken pursuant to this resolution.”

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS FOR THE COMMISSION

The bill (H.R. 7271) to authorize ap-
propriations for the Commission on Civil
Rights was considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RecorD an excerpt from the report
(No. 92-293), explaining the purposes of
the measure,

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

PURPOSE AND COSTS

The purpose of H.R. 7271 is to increase
the annusal authorization for the Commission
on Civil Rights from $3,400,000 to $4 million.

The committee estimates that the increased
authorization ‘provided by H.R. 7271 would
entail an additional cost of not more than
$600,000 for fiscal 1972. Under existing law,
the term of the Commission on Civil Rights
expires January 31, 1973 (sec. 1975¢c(b), title
42, United States Code). Unless the term of
the Commission is extended, it is expected
that fiscal 1973 appropriations will be a pro-
ration of this amount. The accompanying
table sets forth an itemized explanation of
the proposed $600,000 increase in the Com-
mission’s annual authorization for appro-
priations:

U.S. COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS- INCREASE IN FISCAL
YEAR 1972 BUDGET REQUEST, BY OBJECT CLASSIFICA-

TION
[In thousands of dollars}

Fiscal Fiscal
ear ear
971 972
estimate estimate  Increase
Personnel compensation:
Permanent positions L.__ 2,094 2,381 287
Puositions other than
ﬁermanent |, 136 149 13
Other persennel com-
pensations.__________ 32 32 e,
Special personal service
payments4._________. 2 2 .
Total personne!
compensation_... 2,264 2,564 300

Footnotes at end of article.
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TOMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS—INCREASE IN
: AL YEAR 1972 BUDGET REQUEST, BY OBJECT
TLABSIFICATION—Continued

{ir thousands of doilars]

Fiscat Fiscal

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

sites and the movement of hcusehold gnods when an employee
of ine Commission transfers to a field office.
7 Renl epplies only to the rent of the Commission’s field offices;
the reat tor the Commission's Washington office is paid by GSA.
s iotai communications cost was $125131 for fiscal 1971;
n;a;u:‘;{tﬁn]lv increase ol FTS cost for fiscal year 1972 is estimated
at ¥20.600,

July 24, 1971

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp an excerpt from the report
(No. 92-294), explaining the purposes of
the measure.

+ Losts of printing reports of Commission and State advisor : . .
i i commuitess. i y There being no objection, the excerpt
{971 {872 *Tins item includes pregram contracts and contractual  was ordered to be printed in the Recorp
it ; " seiviges. The GSA service cor.tract for payroll, financial, report- . ’
] ) 7“75{»""3"‘ ) fs"mate Increase. ing, sgcmity inyestigagg%ngbénessfgngtlarlg[;ii other office services, &5 follows:

o cost the Lommission $39,000 in fisca . SHORT 2

sl benefils 5. 164 191 27 1 This item includes library purchases and periodical sub- : EXFLANATION
na iransportation N scriptions. Under existing law, up to 1 percent of the
s 0% o things e 1598 283 42 12 #t;;m{;(;:éuéjo%s gffr;ce maci'\:intes anc{{;u"%imm' - national peanut acreage allotment may be
riation of things®. . . [, 13 The $200, ifference between the $3,800,000 appropria-  reserved for apportionment tc new peanut

cammunicatians,? and tion request and the §4,000,000 authorization request would be 5 "W P

fie R . 202 232 30 used as authority for the Commission to be included in any farms. This results In some shifting of allot-
s and reproduction b__ 146 167 2l Goverrment-wide supplemental appropriation requests made Ient as between States. Under the bill a
arvices 0 TR 236 272 3g nacessary by mandatory Federal salary fncreases. separate reserve for each State would be au-
e And materials ... 49 3 Nete: Table submitted by U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, thorized to be taken out of that State's
I e Ltk 3 18 allotment in lieu of the nationsl reserve now
Tnisiohligations. ... __ 3,323 477 authorized to be taken from the national

13,800

1 rapresents an estimated increase in permanent positions
1 "6 1o 185,
:mporary and pari-time employees. Commission consul-
itid experts, and Commissioners,
‘ sarily employee overtime,

i flzimbursable details, such as the payment to a person
:eiailed temporarily from another agency.
ment, social security, and health benefits,
ides transportation of materials to and from hearing

NEW FARM PEANUT ALLOTMENTS

‘The bill (H.R. 5217) to amend the
peanus marketing guota provisions of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 was
considered, ordered to a third reading,
read. the third time, and passed.

aflotment. The purpose of this legislation is
to prevent the shifting of allctment as be-
tween States. .

The following two tables subiitted by the
Department of Agriculture show the small
acreage which has been Involved in recent
years (1,610 acres nationally) and the States
affected:

TABLE 1.—PEANUT ALLOTMENT ACREAGE ALLOCATED TO NEW FARMS FROM NATIONAL RESERVES BY YEARS 1967-71

1957 1968 1969 1870 wn
Withheld Withheld Withheld Withheld — Withheld
from from from from from
nalional Alloczted national Allocated national Allocated national Allocated national Allocated
Zlale and area reserve new farms reserve new farms reserve new farms reserve new farms resetve new farms
¥irinia Caroling area:
Ma:th Carolina_.__ 168.6 20.0 168.5 18.0 168.3 13.0 168.1 7.0 168.0 4.0
lsnnessee... . 3.6 19.3 3.6 0 1.8 0 3. 0 36 I}
Vigimia. ..o ___ 105.3 0 105.2 3.0 105.1 3.0 105.0 10.0 104.9 60.0
Tolsd .. 2115 33.3 277.3 210 277.0 16.0 276.7 17.0 276.5 84.0
Zanutheast area:
M@9Ama. | L. ... 2127 3.5 217.6 5.0 217.4 0 217.1 28.9 217.0 5.0
Saonida . 95, 3 93.2 55.4 910 55.4 126.3 55.5 65.3 §5. 5 64.5
Ha0rea .. 528. 4% 807.0 528.9 876.1 §29.2 742.7 529.4 833. 1 529.7 £62.5
Micssippi.. .o 7.6 0 7.5 0 7.5 0 7.5 0 7.5 ]
~aowth Carolina ..o ____._____.. 13.9 2.0 13.9 8.4 13.9 41.2 13.9 [} 139 4.0
Yol o . 823.4 925.7 823.1 1,000.5 823.4 910.2 823.4 927.3 823.6 736.0
Senitiwest area: ! o
AKANSAS. L. el eieeeomoos 4.2 0 4.2 7.2 4.2 0 4.2 0 4.2 1]
LOWSHNAL . el 2.0 0 2.0 o 1.9 0 19 0 19 i]
faw Mexico. . ... . 5.6 57.0 5.6 6.0 5.7 81.5 5.7 26.2 5.8 23.1°
Ulilahoma. . .. 138.6 145.8 138.5 41.0 138.5 118.4 138.4 137.0 138.4 73.7
juxas 347.3 384.8 357.3 413.8 357.4 473.9 357.5 502.5 351.7 683. 2
FIEY] D, bO’i. 7 587.6 507.6 538.0 507.7 683.8 507.7 665.7 508.0 790.0
Dibar Siates:
AGEONE oo L 0 ) 50.5 .8 0 .8 0 .8 ]
1abdfornia. .9 §7.4 .9 0 .9 0 .9 0 .9 ]
Aissouri... 2 .2 0 2 0 .2 0 2 0
102 Y LB 57.4 1.8 50.5 1.9 0 1.9 0 19 0
tatal ... 1,610,0 L6120 1,610.0 1,610.0 1,610.0 1,600  1,610.0 1,600 1,610.0 "1,610.0
t ABLE 2-—COMPARISON OF 1967 AND 1971 NATIOMAL PEANUT ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS BY STATES AND AREAS AND NET CHANGE DURING THE 5-YEAR PERIOD
{Acres]
Halg and area 19671 19711 Net change State and area 19671 19711 Net change
Southwest area:
168, 441 167,338 -—603 Arkansas. - 4,198 4,134 ~14
3, 621 3. 1306 —15 l_ouisiana... 1,953 1,945 -
145, 199 ii4, 383 --316 New Mexico 5,623 5,787
e s e e — i}kiahoma. ... 138, 575 138, 346
277, 261 26,327 -934 357, 300 357,998
507, 649 508, 260
217,526 216, 147 ~778 o= e
45, 386 45, 190 <104 | Other States: i
928, 835 39, 356 41,621 Arizona 714 761
7,520 7,492 —28 Galifernia._ 991 @30
13,871 3,391 -+-20 Missouri..... —- 247 b2
823,138 83,476 4338 Total o eciaaiea 1,952 1,938 ~-14
US40t e eemeoeemocoomonannn 1,610,000 LEI0,000 L ...,

¢ Yaial apportionment to both old and new farms rounded to whole acres. Exeludes any acreage increass for type in short supply.
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O Rules Laird M ust Praduce

Reportor FaceF oreign Aid Halt

By Michael Getler
Washington Post Staff Writer

Comptroller General Elmer
B. Staats ruled yesterday that
the administration’s request
for about $1 billion in foreign
military aid next year will be
denied unless the Pentagon
complies with a Senate For-
eign Relations Committee de-
mand to see the military’s five-

year foreign aid plan or unless"‘

President Nixon invokes execu-
tive privilege to keep that plan
from Congress. v

The ruling supports com-
mittee Chairman J. W. Ful-
bright (D-Ark.) in his running
battle with Defense Secrétary
Melvin R. Laird over release
of the longrange plan. Laird
contends there is no such plan.

The action also sets the
stage for a showdown between
the committee and the Execu-
tive Branch over the right of
the administration to with-

hold certain types of informa-|

tion from Congress which the
lawmakers maintain they need
in ‘their budgeting delibera-
tions.

Fulbright, most recently on
July 28, asked Laird for a
copy of the “current five-year

plan” on military aid. Laird,{

saying he wanted to cooperate,
maintained, however, that “no
document or documents which
constitute a ‘current five-year
plan’ for the Military Assist-
ance Program” exist in the
Defense Department.
Fulbright has contended
that two years of correspond-
ence with Laird and congres-

sional testimony this year by
other defense officials have
shown that such a plan does
in fact exist.

The General Accounting Of-

fice, in its ruling yesterday,
backed up Fulbright’s conten-
tion and also said that in its
view, Fulbright’s letter of July
28 made it sufficiently clear
what materials the committee

' RULING, From Al

Phat act, as Staats explained

yésterfay, provides that

elgn assistance funds are “cut
off 35 days after the committee
requests a document relating
to stuch activities unless either
the document is furnished or
the President certifies that he

has forbidden that it be

nished and gives his reasons

for refusal.”

Staats said the GAO, which
he heads, is of the opinion
that the 35-day period started
on July 28, and that if either
the documents or presidential
action are not forthcoming by
Sept. 1, then “we will immedi-

ately advise the President

the secretaries of Defense,

State and Treasury that

funds for the entire Military
Assistance Program will niot e
available for further expendi-

ture or obligation” until

wanted, whether or not they
were precisely labeled as a
seurrent five-year plan.”

On July 28, Fulbright's com-
mittee, which includes Senate.
Republican leader Hugh Scott,
also voted unanimously to in-
voke the authority of Section
634 (c) of the 1961 Foreign As-
sistance Act

See RULING, A19, Col. 1

conditions of the law are met.
_ The GA®’s legal authority

to hold up bhudget reque
has never been challenged,
though it has come close
least once. That

for-

2y

At the Pentagon, offici

fur-

and

the"

authority
stems from the 1921 act set-
ting up the GAO as the con-
gressional watchdog agency.

refused to comment on the
GAO action. Both the Penta-

- 22 7
wg™i *7

STATINTL

gon and State Department are
known to be reluctant to pro-
vide longerange military for-
eign-aid plans for fear that
they ecould cause dissension
among the recipient countries.|
tries. |

While few officials were
willing to speculate on the
outcome of the current im-
passe, those who would assess
the situation in the Pentagon

sts
al-
at

als| ‘

and on Capitol Hill tended
to conclude that the Péntagon
would eventually provide
some documents to the com-
mittee. ‘

i The . $l-billion military-aid
request includes money for
Greece, Turkey, Cambodia,
South Korea, Taiwan, In-
donesta, Spain and sonie Latin
'American and African na-
tions.
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